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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


^ t) ^ ^ ^ Rrak Ti^ >^f^' vr^ 6|^ (f^ ?TTcf^ ?rK ci^ 

ch6l ^|ill ^ cf) Hid sn^FT cHTPIT % I 

(Jl^ RTtor^ ^ RrR 5(^) ^ (5) ^ 3T5^ ^ Tsn^ ^ 

cFT%t ^ ^ ITR^ f^ 3fR ^cFTTRjTT ^ ^HTcTTHt cf^T ZirtelcPHtait 

^ ^ ^ ^iiRicbi cf5t 5[Tf^ ^ ^ ii aif^pgt^ t l 

(jii) Tirter^ ^ ^ sithr ^ ^ ^ 

^3Tt ^ aiErrat tuET^tft ^ 3 e^ c^ f%4zi 1^ i 

fiv^ Tirter^ 28 3FTEI 2001 ^ ^ nTfei ^ tar ^ ^ 

armSTRilT WT%?f |3IT ^Rcp 3#1 ^titt ^ I ^ 

5501.300 3frf 5503.30 3rr% ^^ ^ ^R^art 3Ti^ c^ 

^r ^TTET^jfr ^ ^ ^^I3TFcI cf^ 7]^ I 

(y) •jj^.^,, ^3pWr, ifiv^tcH 3fR: ^cTmRm ^ ^hsi^ crf^^it c^ sTEUcfr 

^ 7.12.2001 ^ STRRJTRT ^ 5INf5rcf7 sfl^ if 3Tf^RJ^ 

fcfRIT STf afR ^ viHcp fcpcTR ^ ^Nd ^ ffcfHYR ^ HT?R5 ^ 40 f^ 

ite feI%H m ^ cPT 3T^£I IcfniT «IT 1 

Cyi) InteRt ^ W T?5TcPR[ cf^r jiRfiE}, Rr^ql 4 ^ xrcfj rRt ^psft aft m 

^ ?TI%5 ^ Tfl^ ^ ftftTY TINte ^ sfR 3pRr RTEIR , 2ft^ Cfftf 

cfTf 3TjftH fcRm an I 


(_vii) TnrRraTTft ft ^,ft^., uiftftl, eirftW afR fd^iTRiif ^ 1ft^ ^diciTift afR ^TRd' ft 
ijftlftTH cFftRH ^ ^liftfftfft Tftg^ ^fft 3?Rfft4fI ^ ^IftRTftt cfft ]ftft ift 3lftfft^ ^ aft 1 
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(yiii.)3?Tf?lchi'51 ^ ^ ^ 3?^^ %ir 4%^ ^ ^ cfi^ ^ 

27.03.02 ^ 3RRT7 tol SH I ^ ^ 3^ ^ y^RPT?! ^ 

cyw yy y 5 t f^Rad ^ ^ ^> 7 % yy ftjyr w m I yrfM % yf?ry# 
y«rray^ 5 Ri yxj fcrwr^ yfcRit ^ 3ffy ^ jr^ 

yy 3T^^tHF f^jyr yyr *tt i 

(jx.) yrtorSt ^ 1%cTy^ y^m^Rir yst i%?nP5 ysTysr^ gM jr^ ^ 

TTTs^ff ^ spfMty 3r?ff yicft TTT^yrf^ yy?^ 3jy^ yy Rr%u[ %5 >3y^ yRml 
eft I 

(x.^ yryf^m) yjra yf^nryff, 3iRi>yf%id yy ^ yfi u ii Hl ^f yyyRid 

Rpyr yyr t, yft ^fiw ^ y?^ f^cry^ yaryy^ gryr yy <^^>1 yft ^md i yft ^ ^ 
?yft yt?yyT y^ yyr t i yy^ f^d<^«g yafryy^ gRT yry yy ewT yy fy yrry 
yf^yryt ft yyftyiftt yft yf ft i 

<^xi,) vjH^yy fftyftt eft fftyy 16 ^ 3T^yyy ^ Rny^ftt ^ft fftyR f?|y? yy ariftyrft 
ywft/ayeyft ^ w lftd«i<€! y^ryyft yft fftyfy? 8 . 8.02 ft? Wdhdd fftyyy-y^ ?ft <?yTyT 
yyr 8TT 3fty yryy ft yM fttyM yy ftt ^ RnzpyT ft fftRmy f^RTR yyr ft I 
(^xiO yrRryyft ft wftyyr ytyyftf yft yy^-yg? yjy^ "^yyift yy aryyy ftt yyry 
I 

(^xiii? fty yrm ft 1 arftcT, 2000 ft 31 yrft, 2001 yy? yft aryRr yrifftcT ft i 
(xiv; ftyr srRRjyyj eft *** yry ft fftyy^ yeryyft gR[ yftnfty arrmy yy gt yft '?jcpy 
ynfftR ft afty fftyyy yrfftyyft gRT fftyftt eft y^ vsftt yy ft fftgR yyr ft I 
^ yrto i ^yfaft, Iftyfyyft, amnyyft afty ary fftyy^g ywyyft ^ fttny afty 
yrterft s ro mm 

3 • fc!%?y ysjy^ gRf %y ly m jriftftyf ft at^' 

yepyy ft ftr yyt yft yft ft 1 1ftiy IftTEyft yy yrftftyr yrtrr yfWft afty yy^yy 

Iftyyy yy ft ygft f?Rny yftf fepyr yyr ft afty yfr ary H«beH f^yyy ft yryjy ft vagry 




4 _ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY [P\riI—S w 1] 

^ ^ ^ THET ^ #ET TEE tcTETR EET t EffT TEE t 

f^mt cf^ 31^;^ ^RTT f 3fhT W TT^ % ^ EFT^ EEEf t I t%Tr^ E^EEl^ 
gRI FTT TEf^ ^ Eim ^ Ef t, ^ EY f^EET EET t 3ff? W ^3f^ 
^m?IT EET iHr EE EETT-^eWI ^ vJE ET f^xTR 1%ET EET t I 

E. f^fliyiliftE ^?E1E alk 

'IE vfTE f^ETE#T'iSTETE t I E^fF^f^ EE^ EffcETT 

EE> cl*41 flJ^ScE ^ Elt 90 % 'vISlilcil'Il^cRcl §ct)|5<j^| ^ ^ I k;fElfo<T> EE^sR' 

Eft’lfoIcE ^tEef EE??E, E^^lt^ ^ STSIET ^ EEEIT t I tM fE 

EfTE ^ f^EE-E^ % I EJf^i^'t’ E5I5«iy STEETE #l^E5 55.01 sfk 55.03 ^ T|^<^E t I 

ETETE 'tTlHisjiccp arttif^rEE ^ strntE tj: ee 5501.30 afk 5503.30 

3 T«ftE slk 3 ii 4 <?l'tTl ^ atrnlTi 5501,3000 3 l 1 ^ 55.30.3000 ^ seJIe cnff^ t 1 ^-ojet 

EITE f^lEtflE EcETE^ eft ET% EE^ 3 ITETTT EE EiffERUT E)t^ ift ^ | #HIVJcch 

cnffTpEE ^Ecf 'tllci!»faEJ t 3 fk EltE ^ EE^fN ^1 ?EE 51 1 %^ EEEE ^ ETEEET E# 
t I MdbenI vJnit ^ ^ ETE ^f^TETET R^JE'il TJ^TTt%q?IE % Eg' cfEo t 
Ell^rgE^ X 3 EE EE^'iR ^ aft'? ETE ET f^ER EEf ^ t 3 f|R ^ETi^cE^ 

Elf^lEE^ EETE 4^fcl E7 ftER *1^1 cpx^ | ‘E^ftt^FTTE ^E: f^^EE EFTTH ^ f^ '^E^fclE> 
EE^EE T^ EEE^ ET t^ETt E5^ E ^ ETRIEI^ ?E ETE EtI E?^ % 

EE^ ^ aftE VE^Il^E) tJTe ^ EEET t I ?E EEE TTE> ^ f^fTET 

ETTET t ETEEM ^cE? ^EcI EE?E^ EE^ ^Pld t^^ET 'ETTET t 1 EIRTEE^ ^ 

EI^ ^ 1^ ^[fSlElET ^^PR^ TJElf^IWT ^ EITE ^ ERE ^ E^ 3TEET ET#IE> EftE EfWlt 
T^ ^ER ^ EK 3RTET ^f^E» ^E<1l4 ^ ETE 3TEE fife ^1 f ^E Rl fe nJETTE 

ffer ^r E^ TIE7 Eff ftET ET TTT% feEE^ ^ ?[Rr fe EF Pi ' fe 3PE 

f^TTE^r ESTEE^ E^ ER^ f^ER ^ aTEET ^u>SE ER^ cf^ vdEW ERT? RT EEi^ 

^ I 3TTT: Eltfer^l ^ fCER ^1 ^1 TIE) EfTT ^ ^ ffe E^ t I ElfSlEE^ Eg" ETE^ t fP 
^ffen fefeEIE SRT fe EE TTE7 ^cbl4 E^ t fe I^ ER l ljlE ^ETEK ^ W 
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4 ^ ^ ^ Wf t I 

5. 5515^9 

^rrf^raiTWf ^ ^ t % 5 rt ^ ^ ^jer % 

3T2JcIT 'Jli'cl cf^ vJtf'i ^ c)(C^ fSc1«l«g qjffcpR, ^ fcicHcJ 'ilsj^l 

^ ^ WfrRT aft? ^^'fi gRT TTcfj 

^ t I 

3T?r: mf^chi'?! ^ ^ «ncT ^ ^ ^ t fc}7 ej^ ^rdt^ ^ i??f>)fc^ 

V7l^(R ^ ^RTFT ^ t I 

(^) 

6 ^if<ii7 ^ gRi ^ 3fR ^ inter 

■?Tir^ ^ Ilf t I iTT^ c^ pTHf^fed nrT?W7 rj^nte ^ 

iTTiT eT^ ^ fc^ 'd^nfcl 5 RR ^ f I 

in. frtPiet'S 

cp'lRiirei'ifc'S nrT??7 rjr^ c|^Pla>c^ f^O 

IT. xT^^te fc^Pte 

teM ^ 4v^ uTirT ^ ^ ar^tte ft f afPr ^jxrt afk 

^ te Ilf jR^ fter t I 

7. ^fti'iiidi t^TiRt xRfrte^ c^ ter? - xRfrf%wr f it? ircf ffi? 

t ffi ’Ejf^ TjefiT WTRiT arlcpf te irff f, xffrrffr ?te ^ irrter cnenfinr? 
■f XJ^^TTte ^ 1%tJ TfTJ f 1 

I^PRf ife ftllTR: 

8. l^te X?#%XJ?H f U? ?r97 ffiTT f iTljff NjrefiT ^ 3Tfte Ste? 

w^rfeft ^;ci5> ete ^ f^ urten ^tit? ^ irf fr ft ft ^r Pri^d ^ 

Vidllqqf ^ ante fj nm IfTT 3TKTIFT cfR^T ftcTT f I gT^ smTITT 

iRTT ^ ?te>r T3te aftr T3n^g^ ^ f i 

gRT v*rre 

9. JTTterft f IT? npn t ffr inteuntf tefijt ^ wi^ g^af ^ ^ 
’TR^ xj?iM mi 61 %t tef fo gter vgJIte f^o gn ft ?iTte f ^ 

g^art inr anuTW 11 ^ gr^ftir ^igg ^ gfgrg xjgff^ fc^o gJ 
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I Par I I~Sf.c 1] 


^ ^ ^ ^nterwf cf^ 73.86 % 

1 %^ t 1 

10. W^sfr ^ f^ 2(^) TTJw" ^ 3T%?T^ THTPT cH!^ 

f^Pin'i^l ^ 3ffT vJHIYI 'il^RlcT cpTlfcfjcTR eT^ TRT1 \i<ni<ch1 3T£Fcn f^Hchl cEf^ 
cTFg ^ ^1I*^t^ch vJc'TK^ JiO YI^ vJFTT^ TTI 17^ 1 %TTTT ^ vJcMlElcti 

J^llf^cH ^ ^ ^ Tlfer ^ ^ 3TRFId'T)1 ^ THej TNfsJrT ^ liTST^ 

^ vj'ilcp '<<Id f^Rrt^TcT TTl HI H'l^ if ^) \ 3 Wld cfiT 

TTWl ^ 3 TT:?^ 1 7 IlR|c 61 cEtfr WT ^ 3 Tt TTEfT^ ^cRMIdH 4 ^ 3 TefRT 

50 % ^ Site ^ t ?Tff^ ^ fcItTTT t 2(^) 

^ #TT 3 td^ iill^d^lcErltSTt ^WT? 1 

f%^id 3rfr? HldH 'jiItI I 

1 1 . TT^ cl^ t^tTR 

Pif^t^ jnter^, ^ iT^,^c|j|iR^n,^sHW sftr ^ imr ^ 

]T?dicidft efr I j^raWr ^ ^ t i cT^nf^r f^rfe ^ 

TTHf^i^ ^ TTf^uTpfr ^ w t fcH ^ ^ Trmi ^ ^ OTifra ^ apjot 

t 1 1^ f^ruto ^ ^ cptt 3ilrrRcw ^ t I 

^ pRl'idcf^ ^ ^ 3TT^t^ ^3THT Tnf|i:j I f^iRt ^ xpf 

Tj^ ^ ^ T^ chifcii^ ^ 3frt^ f^ i 

12. 'Hl?^^l f^P# ^ f^NTR 

f^T# kl^nlf^lki^FT f^ntM^d fcTETR t^" 

(i) ttcP ^ C^ STTmr IT? ^ f^g?% cf^THT ^ t I ^ TRTFTT^ Tf^T ^ 

'dT’dI % 1 

(ii) sfW ^r Tft 3TR T7 t:E 3Trf ^ II? t ^?TT? ^ ^ 

2.67 3?T5tcf?r ?RT7 t I ^ TJTRT 3TT%?T ?fr ^ I 

(iii) ^Adl ^ fo>^ 'dldM *^ed 1.66 STT^t^ ?RTf ^ ^TlfeT'? ilft 'SRid Wf ^ HIc^H vifT^ 

dt ^ TTTdPd fMt ^ f^TRfJ-2.67 ?TdK d^ ^ Tld^ft I f7H?r 

vj^gjtd dd dlcfT 1J3T Hlc^R ■^TdT ^ I 

(iv) vd4d1 cf7 fed? TFTdFd T?cd ^ Tfl^ c^ STldR dT RfdfRd fcfdJT ddT 't dfrfcf^ TT^ d^ 
t I 

(v) deHTlRdT cf^ RiTriddtf SKI ^ dt ^ fenRl^ d^ ^ fcmN RddT dddf 

dlfld I dTFTFd ijed MRcbRfd ^ UTddldT ddT efPTd dd dltdd STddicIdTdft ^ 
dTT f 3n t I 
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(Vl) {rF3ft^ cf5 if ^ cffrf ^ f^SHTcF^ ^ iJ|Rj<^|cbd'l if eTFTcT 

1cr^ efFT^T 3fr7 WTF 3TTf^ cfif W^j ^ 

^ FTJPTT T^tcFR ^ Fnift xTTf^ I 

(vii) t^ratcT cf^ ^ ^TTfSrair5t ^ #n, 41 ^rd,^d ^ 

chNUr HHcb ^^FTFtrFH cf?f ^^Hfcf ^ # I ]Trf£jcf7r§t ^ ^ 'tidld'l'dHl cf^ cfTf^ 
dK-dRdidd JTHTcr fcTETR TfTFTT I 

13. gf^FTRT gRT P>^gd I 

(i) W ^ Ril'idcfir ^ RfjTT IJIT tttCT c^ ^£I if ^cMiqcR ^ cFJi 

'(■41d7l4 # I cpqtfcp ^ ^ vidlldd^f ^ crfgi;j WTRf t I ^ 

^ PlijfdcFf ^ ^ ^ 31lilldch1 cHt cR^ iF^t t ^ ^ 

3n^f^ wsft, cTFTcT ^ dHcbl'5) 3fk cni4qo^lddl STTETlf^ t I 

(ii) st-l l H I^ Rr^FTf c^ fcFT 3FF5eTT 3TT?IR F# ^ I f^FjtRm ^3Tt 

^ v’Hl'HI'^ i|t4lelch Lhi^sixi cf5f ^ ir?cR f^FFT cf^t ^ xnitt? I 

(iii) TTFTTFT JJc^ fir#7^ dR-t-f^d ^ c^ 3TTEfK ^ ^ RfFH WFI I JflRFFRt ^ 

^ iTR^k RmF c}^ #n3ft ^ dMifrn ^ i 

Hlfticoi'fl 5Rr Frirf 

14. '^Hl^ ^ 

T^^iRF SfR^FF Fit^ qf^oiidl if fcFTJT W t, Rff^ mtoRf ^ ^ if 

Tf^ ^3ft ^ w R'ijfdcRf cRr M^dMc^ ipsff ?ft I FlfEJcFT^ % if ^ff^ ^ cf^ 
■^FFTFtr cfft ^ 3T^Ef ^ 7TT91 'i^Idd Rhdl RF cf SFlif ^ Rdfddfl cJTt Ifg' ^fTeTT? ^ fcF 
4 nrf^iQFRf ^ ^3^ ipqf ^ I PinRiRsid Rdfd^/Pidfdcb >i-idddt ^ ^ ^- 

(i) ’ qs^Oi 7j^ f^. 

(ii) 311 dd cfFFft ^ddlRdl 

(iii) T^^q'fe Tift TTif fr ^ 3j;5 cfii^ft cftoft TiFftft 

(iv) Tift T^Tf fr ^ cFR cfcft TiRftft 

(v) ^d^il^Hd ^TTPT q7|^q>4 cJTir^f 

(vi) (# 3Trt 3TR tJxF trt) 

^ Tif^ iR ttRRff TirfF mRuih) Tft iRR tr Tjf^ w ^ fftxTR f^ trjj ajT jn%m^ 

^ eft ^dTm# 3fR ITRF if TjftfcftRT cRfft^ eft T^icfRlI^rfftSer eftt JlRfir^ WEf qRuiid) 
Eft ^ ft ifjfrRT cFR fftriT STT I 

15. IIRRfft di'd qRuiifti eft rr" PinldRad irFF ^ ft;- 
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(i) c^cbl^cH ^el^ «lld ^ ^ vJdcioi '3TRFI ^ cf5T 

ffT^ ^ ^ cZHUT^ ^ TTTESR 1%^ WU t I ^ cfTfcT^ 

4 TTRcftn M ill Ctrl I3ff ^ vcSHcf) M6el vSTR vil^Rad ^ 3Tf£jcfj^ ^ 

2TT I 

(ii) 4 ^ ^ «fT % ^{4fm 4 4^ ct4 cbi4cii^ cfr? ^ 

% I ^2t44 ^ TTTff Plil'idchi ^ 4^ TfiiJ ^trwrt f^RT Pr^idchi ^ 3fi^ 

^ T\i ^34 ^ ciK-d(4cb PWrt ^ Pilate 1M ^ 4, ^ ^ fcrwr itm ^ 

■gan 4 cfTPFi pRf^ 3TTSIR w yrPicfTpt ^ Ptetr cir ■^tc4 I 

(iii) 4, 4^1451 4^ tt ^ 4 ^jjpicT cf 44 4 Praw 2000 4 

cItT 4^ cfR Prn 4 I 

(jV ) divjf i d W^ TTTJRRqj z4 <^dMK4 4 3ET4 y^henl ^ filK PnfelRsId P^dd fcf^ 4- 

(cfj) RTEI 4 ell^d 14dfi|^ 4 ?I<T>k 4t4 c4 RTcf 4^ cfT4 c4 ^£T <T)6dI "EITScrf 4 f4j 
cf4 ^ f444 4 Pr4zn4pT siiciwcfj 14f4ET Rfr 4, ^ 1% ^ i^rPrcf^ ^ PR 
Tj^ ProPr cp MHiPid cfR 4 I 4 ?Tezr P4t4 4 sfp 7 . 12.2001 cp Rpt d4 ^ d4 cp ^rPPfcfi 
3ipR^xRT 4 ?TrPr^ ^ 4 1 

(^) -^SC^ P Pt Mldd'ilp cfRR, PtP 3T«I cfcfi 4t 34 dRR p 4 ulNI dldl 4, ^ 

3l^Pi'd 69 ^ 3I^'<-IR 3j|c|?dcE cTSp ^ P4RR STPt ''p cTTRiTRTTcp Ttsf£f P p£pRT 4^ d4 
Tp 'Tldd^P ^ ^ PfRIT RHT Tpl^r | 

(p v^scp P P dRR p 3l^'4)'d 2 P 3Tp!!¥T TTFE^ ppPcTcpRcT ^ Hldd Hlfdd P 
PPPt 4^ 5rpfd M-dP ^ ^^cTRTT Ph“yl dNI dll4^ 34? 4?^ 4^ 44(471 TTcP 34? ^cP P dl4 
4 4( Pnrn Rpn Tn1%i? i 

(p viddH P 3TJ7TK 3li|ld'l Pt didl 34? vldP H'HTp W] 4tJ?4 *^c^i<T>d p^HTJTTR Wim 
^ ^3E 4 34? ^ 4t P P ^RR P 3T^P^ 3.2.., 3.3 34? 5.8 P srjTTR PtPrT ?474 4 
^ 3nT[Tp cTan ?TpPl ddlIdH P pTf aPRdP 4 ?tP4cT 3Ticfp 4t 4 I 

('^.) vSp H4l4 P 4 P 3R^R dlf^ddd^dl cfpPfP P ddlidd cp HIdl P ?Tp 
3rP% 34? "^TtP TEd^cfl 3 TPr% ?1?1T ^P 3IdR4d P P (er4 P 

cfRR p 3Id_Pd 3,4 P 3F5?rR PP P?4?R P feT? Tt^PTd 34? ?4T?T 3TTf4Ef1 ?Hpd'cp P 
TJcPr fpXT ^ xP4i? I 

(P ^?t 4 3TPra7 PlHfclf^d W?|p p 3T5?TR 3R^ ?JEHT 4 4^ Sftcp^ ^TTPR? 4t4 

Tn1%1T:- 
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(i7 3TFTT^ cf5t ^ ^jefm 3tk ^?TT^ ^ '3cqraM afK f^ 

Ciip WT^ if 3?^ ^rpT ^ 

Ciiif) Tf'^rf^Td 5TW[ ^ vj4ij'lP‘idi ^ fcichra 

( iv^ ^fERT 

(v) ^3^ if VtvdJII'? to CR 3R fclct^NH 

(yi ) dd^ldcbdl c^ 

Cvii 9 'tt'i^^rf^ SiddI EPT cTPT clW^ STPtTf^cf^ ^ y^lfcjd cfT^ tftkcn s4ftf 
W cTRtrf^ 3T8TcrT Wf?R dc^Nlc+3'45 JPTTcf ’JcfER off? fifM ^ and^f^ ^ if ^ 
afk'arwT i 

•“ f^ddc^ ^^Tcfn^ Efft wf^dchl afk ^ mi iJT-^dld^xiuT vjtr^ 

^ arej f^i^rr ;Rft^ ^ t, ^ aff ^ ar^x^ 6.9 ^ arj^ l?f^ 

a3pldl4 rT2JJ ^ ^ I 

— {rf^rfeRR TRcf>R HF ^ t ^ a3KlRd afFTTcff ^ v3^ 

afrT ^ cFirf ^ t I 

(^viii) ^f&rfcT3R ^ mPr^ti 

R^ t', ^d-fld^, Rfhl *^edl ^ Rsff^ '^xRT tpf WEf intsfcpr^t gRT fclxii'i! fchdl R*n I 
3RJ cR^ W PldlHild cRRfW aT^RR ^RRRR f^lf^ afk ^ 

aiyrERR, did EFTT ^ EfRif if RSfR 5FRT RSTT aTRTTdt c^ af?ric|l arRT RTRcpt ^ 
^jRTtcfR sntor^ ^ fcRR ^ Tpn | 

Cix ) RRE^ c|or tZTR if df^fcHdd t^dlcJKH ^ tRR cfif ^fRM cjR^ er 

arj^ET t I 

16. if ^R?T Ejc^ C^ TRR if aRif 37Rto vRR Rf^Fff R^T ^t?RRT t I ^ ^ 

f^Rft Pidfdcb ir JRRTcTeft W cfft^ ^ RRR ^ i|RR I c^cRf 4. Rcfi^ ^ ^ JJeR f^ERR 

3W7 I ^ «fR Ef?r cR?R % ^ c^ Pldldcbl’ ^ MR if 

cTCTT f^tjfRd d’5)ti7 ^ afR ddf^ vrioidl Ef^ ai^dl^fcl if RTRfER f^RR 6(8) ^ ai^'dK 

ERffRT vcSMcf'ST ?T8Rf c^ 3TTEIR M if Pidfdl c^ ^?f«R if RIR EtRrR #1 

wiRi^i'51 Ef5i ztf |an MdRi ^ ^ Rr«iRR ^ fc^^? RRpRj rtH mRui i hI f?5R 
M f^l^fdm f^RTT RRT 8TT ^ EJ^fcTEP # afk f^W 
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^ ^ ^£I ^ TTFTT^ ^ ^ 3TTHN ^RPlf WI TTcEHT t ^ ^ 

TIFTRI iJcRT ^ nRcfifcHcl ^ OTHR ^ '^Pll^d fcfTIIT ^TTR ^ iliFqt^icbd'i 

'm ^ "frf # I 

17. ^ntor^ ^3nWt ^ '{ii'tm ^ ^17 ^iRfW ^ afr? soHrcEf^H 

fto t 1 c^ w ^ ^ ^ cFF^RT 7JTT I aitor?! ^ 

^tJcRT Tf«rf^ 'tad'll ^7 l^-clK Rh<m %\ITT%cET^ ^ ^ fch'tTl 3p3T ^T 

Mh «n^ ^ intorWr ^ titct ^ angR ^ MRchl^d wtri 

iJcRI f^TRcR 't I ^nf^cpI'JI ®ncT ^ cfr^ ^ 1% TTsT^ ^?fl cf) Pliild^pi ^ 
vm 3i^ f%Eitf^ ?r^ ^ 3ftY ^stF? ^tri h ^ ^3^ ^44<w 6(8) ^ 

3T^;^ 3M wr cTszit c^ 3n«iR vii^^ ^ rt aTHTfctr ^ «n^ ^ ^f^uiFr ^tik 

cF^ fcR? % 1 cR^^TR ^rrf^cpiyl MUf^RE RTTI HRu||i|j c^ f^fi^ f^dlRd ^FTFTRI ^ cET^ 

11 

18. TTTter?t ^ ^RJIiR^T WJ ^r 'ijlRlcETcEdi ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TT£rR TR ;iRto Rtn 

MRuintf ^ WTT^ ^ iRchl^d RHTcI ^7 ^dlHM ^ f^£lt% 1%^ t 1 50%^ ^ WR 
^ ^ t' ^cHRRiii ^ RpJiWr ^ 3fR Rr£it% hM ^ ^ afR 

^3tR 5fRT ^ Rf, ^M^dd Rm 6(8) ^ 3TffTN 3R% W WRH cie^rt cf^ 3TTEIR Wi 

jddiRiii ^ 3TRRft ^ ^ tiRo[R tm t i ?k^>hr snRmrRt ^ 

^TcfirR TJSPTT cF> 3TT5TR ^ WERT cm qR^dd t I 

1*9. ^ Re# # Rnoto gNi Re# # rr e? ^tr ^ mu t i jnte# ^ 

TTTr # dR^ ■!■ fcE d^E Mcpcd Rfddd RtR 5lT#dT '^dTERT gRT M'i-^d RE^ 
TFT cTd^ dF WJJ t 5ITRmF^ pi % ERRfE RTF FRwi# # arRRjxIRT 

dR^ 3T8TdT ^ 1%# RteRfE 3I21FT dT#cI RW7 gRT Rf^ d# Rr FT? ^ I 

TTFTFd TJcdl ^ RTEiRr ^ yrgcfd d#^ sfR R TTIRfe# dF dg gf%d#F t RE RtF# ^ 

3Td#T R# REd m STEdF l^ddF ^T dF TW RF ^ d^ ddT t 1% 5ll#d ^ #id ^1 TddFd 

TJed Fd ddddd # FFdiRld cITdd c^ 3ddR FF RtdR REFT RTdT t I dg -l^lfcl ^ dFdF t 
Re «rr#d ^ RE# Rfdtdd? ^ RTFIRI tj^F RrerfRd dR^ ^ feR ^[JddT ## R FTRRE# cE 
Rid Rgd# d# 1^ I IdRrd5# ^ did # ^ dRE t RE dT#cT R? RnqtddR gRT RrdtRd 
FFd 4 3fR Rr#Rd d#E ^ dfR FdRd ^rjddT d# ## ^ dFdd ^3dd Rrdd 6(8) ^ 
3R[RR 3FRr FIR dF'd'd d®# ^ dddR Fd 5l]#d ^ RfdfddE ^ ddd if mtd eRwr #TR 
Rett f I cld^TTR FlRrdF^ ^ dddiw dcfidH TJddT ^ 3FdR Fd dlFM Tjd'V fRcEcTF REdT 
t I 

20 . RrqRr Tjod 

FlRTdF^ "E Ridtd Tjdd RteiRr ^ FTfRfE RTd fRrtRT dE fdTd R RFT 

t I RrdfddE d5t afR ^ Rrdfd tjef arddi di^dd ddTRrRHl d^ Rrdd R siRtf^ ^^efe 



I—■’3^ 1 ] 


■htot 


11 


^ BtR 5rF<T ^ f3TT I 31^T: ?TTf^rcffr^ ^ ^514^ #7 ^cFTlf^ ^ 

^£T 4 f4^ ^je^r c^ m4f4^ ^ Wf t i fii^ ^ ^er 4 inf^icf^T^t 4 ^ ^ 

^ 3TTt 4^ ^ ^ f4?rfcT #T 4^ ^4 f4^ 4 3Tte ^q;sRT ^ t I mf4cPT4 ^ 4^ c4 
3fk ^ ^JERT RR ^ ^ t I sTRfler ^dlcfRT 4 f4cRR 4 4414?! 3TTT4f fc^^Pld't 4 

^r4ci c 4 f44Rci4 c4 f44R ^>jr 4 3TTf4 e 4 44£I 4 cf4f ^ 4t t I str^r c 4 f44Rcf4 4 
44f4^ fcRft ^ e4 rr "^4^4^? Rf4ER4 r4cR "^j^eht sraitET ^ 4t 4t 
R? IRT ^ Rmf^R 3TtWr R? 14 t<R!T cfR4 c4 feR ETlEq 4 sfR r44eP RtET trf4m4t c4 feR 

W f4ETt14?T f44R IJRT Cf^ EfR4 f I 
21 . 


rtrr ^ f44R TjRT 3fR R^ Rif^R f4£ihR ci4 l4f4Rf4cT efr4 r 4 f4w 
f^RRTcRft e 4 ar^sT I 4 l4f4cT t l rrr jjri 34f c4 44Er r1%cT ^cRt cr4 e4 

^34?^ 4 Rf4cR4 4 RTW c4 RHR ^ R? WTR 34? ^cRT cf4 # I RR?3RT ^ R? RTRTR 
JJcR 3fR cfR?MRT gr? R? f4RtR JJRI cf4 gcRTT El4 R^ t I RR^ f^ElRH e 4 3ReTR R? RTRRI 

^ 34? f4g4T JJRT c4 f4e4?R Rt ERR 4 Ra4 ^ R5R Rlf^R Ef4 RWRT 4 fT 44R? 4- 


r,4. 

4?r 

MldEf Hlf^id % 

1 


26.16% 

2 

■3i441 

10.29%. 

3 

fcR'li^RI 

31.377t 

4 


186,58% 


a44 TR diR^ikiRi 44’-? 


22 RR3R4 rn'R^RdlRt % fRR 11 4 fdHn.'HK ^RRfRl t : — 

^ f^Rfm 

i) f4f4f4R 44r 4 3 ttrt?4 e^ rtr 4 4 f4f4R Rf4R5T4 3 ?t4 3tt?r er f4R^ g4 

E14rt f4? RRR 4 44 ^ er^ e 4 3TRR 4 RRR 4 ?5TTf4?T f454t Ej44t Cf4 R- vi-c lf ^ch gTf4 
Wt?4 t 3T2RT arlcT ER ?3?f?T ^3?RR gtcTT 4 3T2JcfT 14^4 Ef4 ^?STTf4?T EfR4 4 

r-f£ 3TTcft 4 I 

ii) 4rf4^ Rfei4 ^ Ef4 §4 §44, ^ r 4 4t4 cn?4 arf^ e4 ?Ict4, 

H4tR f T^RRT 4 3 tt4 r 4 3T?Rf4RT Ren 34? Rf4g 3TRT4r REi «Tf4 cf^ 4tR 
ER?wfRKT> <}T( f4t?5'i;wi Rrf4? iiR j^r^si ^rtr erh^# (4 tife ^rvjiR 4 

errett *y\ Rjki 34'? •-"?v^'jri' cr> v3?RrgEf4 r? 3TT?rra( ri qf4R4t rrr- 

?t4ct ?r'v, u'« 4 E4r 4 ??Er4 1^7 34^ ^ fjpjjzff c4 3 t^£t-ii 4 f4£4^ f4^ 4^ 

3r3?R? r44 I ’’ 

^3. Rch4e 4 ftiin) e 4 3r^ET-ii 4 ejI^Rsici ?Tf4 e 4 f4E4?trf f4^ic4 4 Rg vjRafEi 

f^RT RRT 4 f4E- 
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__ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY [Part I^Sec. 1] 

(cf7) qrfcT ^ ^ ^ ^ cfff HsafWT (cf?) TTTftcT cf?f 

^ ^ ellvJiK cfotlTcfr ^ tnf^ 3MTtft ^ 5mTcI (^) ^ cf> 

smiRfr ^ I 

(^) mfer smtTcfi cf^t tt^t ^ ^ ^ «fT?r r f^pER cp^ 

rtt itkci vicMici-i ararar cfit pci'll stcictt trtt ^ mfer ai'RjTpfi 
^ t 1 f^RlTT-18 (ep) ^ R iiUfeT aTTETRfr c^ ^mTcff 

^ ^ f^Tf^ 5nf?P^n^ RT sTTcT^R fcpcR cp^ 1^ CRIT ^TlfeT 31^11 d1 ^ 'JRcT "RTF! 

ycHi«5 ^ <!|Tt*T?fi cpc?i(^ ^ t 3TaFn crtt ^ sfRncfi ^ aFRTT 

wift FT ^Ktff ^j*ft arnft t arer^ ^ ^ ^ ^rpt rit t ^fr sRfcrr 

IfTNft OTTTW Ff ^ I 
24, uttl ^ fjWTti 

( i ) TtFff ^iftcfr ^ ^ cfRTJT ^ 3Tcrf^ Cf^ cPt 

«f?f t in ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^jccp ^ R ^ ^ ^ ^ 1 

3??Ti«t^ ijifFT irf^'r cRt ^p<p ^ fii^ ^ ^ ^ 

trt^fp <f ^ I 

( li) cf?i f^tpl uff 1^ 1999-2000 ^ ^ sfl, vjRT 

ifFT^r^ I 

( iil ) ^ C^ 71^ Tl^ 3TRft cfWr ^ ^2T ^ g fr ^ l ^ 

^7^ ?ft ^Vicpi f?r?f?t '4 3fpf f?r?Tcr^ 3 tt ^cp^ i 

\ 

( iv ) ^ ^ TT^ ^ f^SH^ ^ ?ITPR f, gNT Tjfppf^ R RR 

w5t IfRBT ^ R^-R-RR wer ^ ^ t I 

( V ) '!i«l<€; ^ ^ 3?1W R RFR f^RlT Rt?ft STfSlcP t I RT ^ ^ ^ 

if t I 

( vi ) chl^TiiRifi RR RP^ "ift ^ vicMIR c^ RRT RR 3 RfSf 

^ fl>dM ^aRPr RRRRT RrIR RjJt I 
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( vii ) 3T^ cPTT^ ^ ift "ET^ ^ 

tR ^ cHc^t 5ffUTTc*Tcf3 ^ ^ t I 

( viii ) ■!5rra 3T^ ^ ^kFT ^ ^ ITT^ ^ cF^Rny ^ 3Rffgf 

^]5TTf% ^r wT^t f^rm^snit \ 

( ix ) V 3 <^N^ if RkIET^ ^ cRRJT 33rm 3Rrf^ if vJ^-UVl ift cfTN^t f^RT t I 
( X ) ar^r^ ^ ^ 3TT^llcld ^fTFTTft ^ ^fpT ^ ^ 3Jc^ ^ 

^ ^ cf3RUT cf^trm if 3Tr?t cF3^ ^ t I 

( xi ) ^lillfdcl ViHiJl ^ 4gti vitlfil ^ vdcHIdd cTFTcT ^ cfiTT c^ cfiRiJT 

if cf5T^f 3fk Tf^ 3TRft ^ I 

( xii ) Vt«I^ ^ ^ mz^ ■'ilf^l'l Z #rTT ^ 3T%P t 3Tf^ sf^ 3TfEj^ iff 

% I 

( xiii ) 98-99 if dd^^f PfcIT? d<t>KlcHch ?n, 3ift 99 - 0 O if TicMVI^ch ^ ^ I fcfi^ 
2000-01 if WF HchlxTIdHch ^ 3|7 jt | 

( Xiv ) vjtlld ^ vidiiqd if cp’ff %1? ^ eTTcT^ d^Yd c^ W T5RF cR 

Vdy 3^ sj^ ^ I 

( XV) d'lv^dl RPlddl ^ dFWT 'ETYcJ vatiVl ^ Wf ci^if'dlRdf Cf^ 3RT^ sf^ c^ SfciW 
dil4 r^cdcM 2iT I 

( Xvi ) fifdfRd dMIdl c^ niTTcr cpf cfi^ ^ 3^ ddRl if 31Wdf dY ^ cR?d> 

deiVl if niHdT if dff t I ’ft ^^ffd gif gfrpgf gRVf 4 

dft| ddd fi^ft t I 

( xvii) eRc^ dtlVl El^dft dft cRdft dif^dl^ifi ^ VTT2J ^ vwi dF^ fcf^g ^dftsd 
cRdT F;?T SF I Rv'dv c^ ddVW fcfxftd VftRnii dRc^ gif RffEfgf 3JETR ^ 

11 


( xviii ) fedlRdl, dTdftcT, gff^ gj^ ^ 3 J^fng dft ^ ftl 
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(xix) ^ f^fFnR?T ^ ^ (f^ Yif^ ^f) ^ ^ Tirf^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ TTFT cfTjft ^ aiET i 

25. ^ f^lW I 

(i) erfcT ^ ^ ^ ^ H 1^ cto mtorWraft f^ I 

(ii) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Yn%T | ^ ce? ^ 

?yT^u[ 3ff7 ^3t%cT ^ t I 

(iii) 3ll^cK1 ^ <4>I4)1ol'M ^ Trra 3ll<t>'^ ^ ^ vj<^|qH 3^? 

^TSIRf^Rt ^ ^ I 

(iv) afRcTT 3ik vJTqVl ff^ ^ t 3IYI: Fl^ ^ 3 ^ ^ Slf^ ^ t I 

(v) vJlitJI ^ WTT^ eTFRT ^ 38 jrf^tW ^ ^ ^ ^ 

41 wf^^ld ^ W % I 

(vi) ^ cfr ^ i 

(vii) ^ ^ ^ ^ «Tf% ^ t cfr wm\ mm ^tptct ^ 

^ STT^riW wm . srjo 3lk f^mm # ^ ^«n ^eRi«r wteR t' i 

26. gf^TORT ^ - 

(i) gldif^ ^ ^’f^fcI«T) R5|^«I'< ^ 'H4'tl ^ \5M'R1«1 t1I %, RH'< "^t 3lf^'cl*l 
^ ^ i^ir ^ ^ ^ W I 

(ii) w mm 14 ^ ^ M ^ ^ t 1aite ^ ^ 

3RI IT? WH ^er qT^RT ^ I 

(iii) W ijefDT ^ 3Tr^r ^jn^sR, ^fhf 3 I^>?Tc^ m ^ ^ iraM ^ 

^T«IT 3Tt^ 4TR^ ^E5fR ^ TTT^ ^ ^ I 
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(iv) ^ ^ ^ t ^?ff% ^ ^ 

^ v3cm^ ^rrar ^ ^ 7 t^ $■ i 

(v) TO ^ gel^ # ^UlTT ^ WIT^ 20 fllcl^ld ^ ^ I 

(vi) ijR 4 j 14 fifrf^ ^ ^ eft 3'dcW chKU| ^J^jRRT if arn? ^cfj^ ^ I 

(vii) <^'j|c; if '{fl*ll jyc<h tjdl^ ^ ^5Roi fifffcT ^ aridlcili ^ ?jKW I 

(viii) “ift tjVcJ^ 'ddJld<^5 ^ 31^^ ^cli ^ ^f ^ dill'll I ^ ^ ^tefr ^ ifidH 

^ chK^I vlxfifM efT^ ^5^ ^ ^ I 

(ix) ^3^ ^r 3fr? f^dTcflH TT^ftif ^ ^ f^SRT^ ^ ^ 

«lf^ ^ ^ ^ I 

». 

(x) ^ TTtn ifk iTT^t TO ^ ^ ^ t I 

27. 

TO ^ ^tRTO ^ TO ^ t f% ?TO TOfRfl^^^3 
jrf^ t f^RT^ TOff^ ^ f|3Rff W am WTT ^ ^ t I ^ ^ 

toir ^ jnrrl^ ^ t I 

mf^«!6i ^ 5RT arf^ afry cft R o ii t^wj ^ - 

28. erfet ^ ^ if HiRlchl^ ai^T^ JlRfiRF> RTcT mRumh'I ^ ^5^ # I 

tRcJ ir erf^ ^ ^ 'fR'Rld f^fiFT 31Tf^ TO:^ / '8cf5c1cht ^ ^?JTO TO 

TOTR f^RH, TOTTcITOT, RT^^T ^ JTTf^, ^TTO TOfm if dl'Wf^ch 3jk RRTO, 

tj^c) cfTlnd'l, RT^T WddI, '^'jfl 1R yif*?! ^ JTHlRd <3I<^ chKch, ^ch4] Mdl^ 

^TTOR W JTTO 3TTf^ I arf^ f^RT ^ TO! JUf^TTO^ ^ «Tf^ ^ ^ 

3^1^ 3c^c1^ ^ ero if RIT t I jnf^cm^ if f^iRT f^d«li( iTeTTO?f 3181^ 
deiVl , Pl'Jilcichl ^f%TO ^RftO c^RldHI f^O vj^'lO 311 y sll^Tcl ^dRRT gKl f5>4 
dir ar^irsfr rRt i jnfifw^ dd Rdiy ^ Rrcf ^ f^rir \jsfrd ^ 
TOd # Pl-MHIdcfl ^ 3T^^-11 ^ arjdR Rift TOd ■ft^ddft dft RTR ^ ^ I 

^rafft jdterft ft fftddid^ ^ 3t^- 2 ft df^Rsd Rftf dro^ dft to ^ ft dsdfft 

ftft dfdft^ , dfr srfft ^?ltft ft, d? ftHr fft^dR ft Rft dft dd ^ ft:- 
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29. ^ ^ 3TPIRfr ^ t, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^h?FT 

3(k TjWr ^ ^ ^ M?T ^ ^iJrRT ^ ^ t 1 ^ 3T^ 

trn?f ^ ^ 3rRncf 4195 ^ |3TT sn i ^ 1999-2000 ^r ^ strict 

2469 ^0^^ sik 1998-99 ^ 3739 ^0^^ ( ^0^0311^0 Tf^O 3TtE5^ ^\ 

^ 3TRTcfr ^T3TN 1998*99 ^ 3.35% , 1999*2000 ^ 2.18% 3ft7 2000*01 

3.73% 7?I SIT 1 Tlf^ ^TTTF 1999*2000 ^ ^eRT ^ ?fT tRH t f% ^ 

^ “ 41 's|MI>; l^'T'8f ^ 1 1%^ 8R1 ^ ^ vj)it| 3 r 1 ?T ^ 

^iTR ^?RTgT ^ ^ 3TT^ ^ ^ ^oRT ^ 69% 3Tf^ ^ ^ |- 4T5TR A 
^ ^ ^ 3Tf^" % cf^TTft E?IR ^ ^jfTR t 3fr? WI WT ^ 30^ ^ % 

cR ^T^ ?icT^ ^ ^ I Tirter^ ^ ^ t f^ WT ^ Rf^ 

3TTR^ if ^ ^ 1 

30 ^RTt Rfer 3RTRT ^ nR4 ^7 fW? RRT ^ RTT ^ Rm R7^ 

arrgTRR RfT^ RT^fr & ^FR RR^ if RRTRT^ ^ ^ ^RR if Rfef 3mncit ^ 

if TTJftR ^ % 3TeTR 3R 3RTSIT 3TTR^ RT Tft??! ^fjc^ Rf Rl^ ^ 

RR R7R ^ I rI^RT^ if RFcf 3Rf?f ^ 4f7R 7TR§ ^TTf RRg^ cR^ ^ STTRcft cf^t qgxj 
^ fifiRf f^a?r Rf^ ^ Sf5\^3ff7tRRRtf^ RfecT STTRcft ^ if 

TT#cT R^ ^ t I 311^7^ cf>| TTfcf 47tRT ^ RTlfR ^ jnf^ ^ gjlTj^f 

HR RR RJf t I 3TTREfr ^ FT^ RRT7 Hit ^ RftR Rift/^ ^ 7?T R Rffrf^ 

Rfel 3nR(;tT ^ RTRf Tff^ 3RI RRf R7^ Hf 3fRff HitRcT Rt 
RRif if vRffRst 75T t I 

31 ^RTRT if fifRTd Hi RT7R RT STWl RRTTH rtH 3THf^ ^ ^TR f^ 

R7 84 03% ?t >rR RT f^ 1999*2000 ^ 9’3.07% R I Rftl STHf^ ^ ^)7R cM 
Ri^RTRRt RRIM Hi 1 3Tfst’75lf^ RRTT H«S Rff sff I RTH 3THfeT if fifTJ^ Rt Hit 
^cRf i| Hff^RTHKft RHfiRt ^ '3RTRH if f^RTHH: ^ R^t I r 1%RT RT RRstH R7^ 

S 3T-R Ht RHt^, fiff^if RtRR RR if RH t^, ^TRT if RRH RrxT CHHl^f ^ 

4t'fR g4 I f'^TRTt TtrTRtttH RT R? t RTH 3THt?T ^ ^fTR 

^^ifcRfi RT^7 \JRTRf if |f I HlrfRlRxlt RHpliil RT RR 61% 3TstR RH 

aTHt^f 4kR RR^ HT^ 'RRHH if ^HRl HTRHR RTH^ 3Tf«TR t 3ft7 RT^RT 

fifRT 2('!H) ST^TTR ^ " ^T^ ^37fR" RHT RR t I 3TTT' Rf^TRT^ RT RT # 

T5RT «Tf^ ^fRT 3Tt7 aTRTT vRHR if fiRTH^ c^ RTRT ^ t 1 

32 Rt 1999-2000 HR T3^H H^ HTR Hra 7^ # I RTR 3fHfsT ^ 
cjfTTH ftHpf HTHT >R: R< 59119 iftORT 7? Rtt ^ 1999*2000 if 70591 itto^H sJt 3T8Tk 
fcRT^ Rt Hit ^R if 16.25% RH ^rjtt t I ?7T^ 3TefTR, 7H^?ff T3?fR 3TW HTcf ?Rft 
HR H?Rcf H7 ^ 7^ 11^ tr% 3TRft WTTRf cTTRT ift fifeT 7^ t I 



fMFT I—1 ] 
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33. - ^ ^ ^ ^ i?ps^ ^ ift 

?nf^r^ t, ^ ^ M ^ ^^TRDT ^jgftTT ^ ^ g^TTT ITT ^ 

t\ ^refpT ^ ?Tf^ Wtl 31^ ^ Mt ^ ^ t, 1997-98 ^ '^IF -100 
('ij^i^fhil^cl) «Jt 3Tm 3T^ ^ - 373 (^JJWTI^cT) ^ t I 


34. ^JTW ^f ^ ^ ^ 4TF^ ’ll ^ ^ ^ fil^TTd ^ 

f^TB^ 4^ ^ ir ^ aT4f^ ^ ^tTR nf^ 'vj^cictjdr ^r ift 

niTi^jd sni 11 

35. 3TFf?r ^ ^ Frf^ ^ ^ cFTT^ f^l^ iR arpi ifr ^ ft 

t I 3r^ ^ TTRF ^eft cmKf ^ «iM^c; ift ^jaWr ^ 

W3M F^FTTcF^ ^ ^ t I 

36. 98-99 ^r 4F MTF Fd^l'FcHcb 511 # 99-00. ^ ^ I 

3T^ TIB- FcbKIdHch ^ ^ I 

37. 'EI^ c5T IJFTRF ^ c^ ^T4E^ ift ^ ^ ^?RT ^T ^Tpcf 

3TFf^ -$ ^tTR ?^8Ei7T 4^ t I 

38 f^T^ fMfTT flf^ 3flY WRRW J1^ c^ ^TRUT EJ^ ^ 

^E5FTR ■ch^1(^l TR ^OT ^ XP5I ^ I 

39. ^ f^ERfr ^ cfTRR E1^ Fv^ ^ 7^ t f^RT^ ^ 

3ik IIFTftF f3n t I 

40. Eiftrl 3T4fEl cf^ cTPTET EJ^ 4^t ^ ^ af^rT^T f? aTERH 

^ ^ ^ Ei^ ^ F# fir^ 11 

41. ^ f^reHEfR ^ EIF ^?lt^ t % ^ ^ ^ 

qr^F 41RW E}^ Ef^ Flf^ || t 1 

42. «Tf^ CIF ^FTcRft ^<?fltcb^ 

afjiPEi- II (iii) E^ afjfTK ^ arte ^ ^ 4T^ ^ aiRiTEfr 

4F5t EJ|C4’^'1«ft E4m ^ t eft f^rf^ JtTf?t^7r5t Ef^- f^lElfREt ^ ^ ^ 

atTEtTcft E^ jftfm ER *^e^i0d cf^ % (^) jjc^ ^ ^ smrRti ^ 

^ jmrf^ffEt ^ Ftf^ 2% ^ atftoT #■ Ejfr Met ^ ^rf^mctEtt ^ ^ 

^f WERT t ctsTT JR^ ^ ^ arrmET E(?t ww ^fRPr ^^aff ^ amiRT ert 

3% t afk (E3) 3TTETRT ^ WT WxRft ^JeERWR aj|ETTf?id WTTR ETSTT M # 


2G95 G1/2002—3 
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^ eft?r wlci^lR^di ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I wiRict^i^l 

% WIT t ^ ^ WT^ ^ 2% ^ 3lf^ t 3fk IR^R> 

^ ^ 3TTWtr ^ WTT -ift 3% ^ 3Tto t I OTf^RlT^ W»ft ^ ^ ^ 

w TjRTfer ^HT^T ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ amiTcTt ^ m\^ ^ 

tJcSITWT WcI^ ^ ^ WRT ^ ^ WIT t ET^ TJlltTf W 

d'kj, ^ 3rlTyi^ ^ ct>Kui ^ TiwJt y^TT^ y^T ^ I 

43. Tjefm WITT ^ ^ ^?f%^T f^df^cT WT^T, 

yrtor^ ^ 3r4f?r ^ 4 wt f^-w(#T ^ ^ 

WTT^d^ \3yitrfT WT^ cf^T eqTT ^T ^ ^dTWT ^ cWTcT W 

f^wr f^ I 3T^ d^ ^TT^ PTchici^ d, d^i^ ^ d^^ 

^otwT WT w:^ ^ yrtor^ erwr vBWrd f^wf i 

siRivffld ^5twT f^r^wr^ ^ yrter^ ^ et^ vjdR ^ d 

di dcRt^cT dw y? d fdj yrtoid ^ w d? ^gf^d w 
vji^Vi, dn 3id^ d 4 wt 5 T^ yt ^ d^ dw gir 

d^ f^^rdwT tor i 

?bi^^ dda 

44. vji^i wp vjtfl'i y? Mifcid airwit d jtttt^ w wet yrdHdd 

dwfr d 3Tg^-II d tor (iv) d w otrwt 1 1^: 

"wfdr Tjefrrr w ddr anwtr d jtw d d^ ^r M -dd 

3lk ddrd d dcr ^Trf^TcT dd df^ dr^ ddr d t,Ni ^lim 
^rdt t d^ ftd ^r wddr d? ?Tr>T, fd^, ^<3 tr 

WTRwn, Rdr d 3 ttwt 3t«T4t «twt wdy, dy^^i d add wd 
^ ww, TTE^ ddr d yryr, yw dd a\ ciidd^ ad Tftdd 
wwT^wf) wm, dwTT^ WT^, Tjd ddr ^ d stt^tt i” 

45. arfddt ^ wft WTg- ^g;gd d dn wr d t> I dfr ^ aifer 

v3ttwt d wyr wddr wr ^T dt 11 yrd^r airwr d dr«g wfnT d wtt^ d 
dwfr w gc?i w aw 4g^T arto % i arfer aiTW d yg^ d 

ww wid d arwT r'^'T 5 yd wr ‘dy-5 w dr^ w w t ■'SWt^ 
cTTWT d ygcT dt d ^ ^ I d^ anwr d wid ard wtt^ d 

dd ftd dw df ^'< ar w afdnwT: Td fdd ettctt ^ w t i 

dd d ftt^ ^ % I ^ f^fdr w yrf^ wawrai ^ wft ^ i dry ^ 

wd w wrywT ^ w t I f^W 4 dM ^ dr dtady d 
tdr f IdyfT y«n ai^aRr ard d ar^y wd ^ ^ ^ 1 

d^Tydr y’! y dwT dt ^ 1 'ary: aifdiT^ ^ w tda>^ fdwTT t 

dfr ^ d^y aTTWT ^ # dej^ '^efry d wddr sd ^ I ?y 

WTt yt Ed ad wymwr w^fr ^ d? ^ arfddr aisifd^ yrry yfdrTyt 
d gd cf)d t I 
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cPT ftd 3it7 3T^ ^ 

46. 3ji?nci'cf>r 3fk viMifrchiiaft ^ enrr^ 

W[ ^?>T^ cfTc^r ^ fM ^ ift E2IR inf^ I 

TR TTre^nfr ^cft ir ^nff-eiK gR^ 

^ t amricT gg ^cRI w^rg BWRcht gf[fRf[ g?t 

% ^^tg^cn t I 

47. ^ i[Tflgg'?t 3R% irreffirg^ Rm gf^oiTTfr gg gR ^ t f^Rrtr ■ 

g? g^ ggr sn gngTRRTgT mcH'^i^Jt ePir^ gg vj^^g grsg g^r 
ggrgr gRgr % f^Ri^ gfrgpgggT vsejVi g^r g^gRTPi ^ ^ gflg iTR^^tg 

gTuiR ^ <^(?n 31^ dRjci vjRi’UiRidi gJ) "jg: gRgr % gfr ^gr ^ 

^gpTRi %T t I grter^t g? grg^ t gr^g^cft Rgr^ ^ 

gg^gg ^ vjggTg ^ f^PlIng dcMig) ^ g^Vgri ^gg g^iRd ^Tr't sitg gf^Rigg^ 
?g ddJiqi' g^t ^cnrcgg> gf^-fggtcgcRdi gg ggrg g^ gig^g t i ggrf^r gr^g^^ 
wgt ^ gRcftg giRR ^ gfcRggt ggi g^ ^ i ^gr^ f^g^ g red ^ tiil 
^jgRfr ^ Rp]; gR^ ^ grgg ^ ggg arjftrg Rig ^ggigr tPt, gRcftg ^3^ gg 
951 g gj^gr gfR gfg^ g?^ ^ w^tg^rgit ^ Rrfgg> f^g^g ^ggw I 
grf^rgg^ gR^ # gr^g^eft Rgpfr ^ glg^ ^ gt gggrrT ■’It ggg^ 
gpf g^ ^ 3jtg ?grf^ ^gtggrgft ^ ^ ^gggrg g^ .^gr.^tTdT gg g^lf 

3RR g^ g%gT i Rgglggr arg ift arpjJ^ ^ ^ gr fgr^ arf^ gi(^■’ g^^ i 

wi arfcTR 

48. ggf^wggR^ ^ giggrtor^gg'l^isggt ir 11%> 

(i) gtgn' ^ ^ ’TRd g^ g>r^gg giigpg -r; g^r gg 

McT ggr t: 

(li) gR^ftg grefrg g^t ^ t: afr? 

(iii) g? fiirf^ grg^ ^ mRd aggid ^ gggR ^ ^ I 

49. Hif^g>i^ grgg gif^ g ^ ggrgg gr vjgRt gpT grfti gg grsgglsft ^eg? 

Rgrt gjt f ^g»iR ?r gg gg^rg gR^ t gf^ Rgrgr gncrr % gt ^3dtg g5t 
^ gRft «Tf^ gPTM # Rprift I R^tg^i ^ ggRfgrsJ aggmt g?f g^ ^<3cg 
g>t ^Rgr Rig aigftt ^ gjf^fgggvdt g^gf^ g^t aiRlyl^d ['.//; ^r 

^ g4t t I fg mtwTT«f angrcff gg g^ #gT aifSrf^gg 1962 ^ 

ar#T gftgr ftgpT 5RT gcg PrertRd ang^ gRg ^ ^ aftg gltm 
tRgj aif^iRgg 1975 g?lgR[3, agj, 8^, gaffggg^^ ornrg 
^ ^ I 

f 

50. grf^rgg^ ^g^g aiRRgg g5t ar^gj^ -1 ^ am^ 55 ^ 

5501R30 afr? 5503R30 ^ arefN" arg^ gr^ gr4^, gggTi^^ attg^ gTv^tcf 
^ tjf^'f^g> gg?gg ^ gnft arrgrdt gg PiwgiRrg> gr^gM RgRr g^t 
Ptm^ i R ?! gR^ # i g? gr^dM ^gg^ Rntg^d cnfefgg ^ g>tRg 3 ^ arjfTR 
:- 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 27lh August, 2002 

Final Findings 

Subject: Anti-dumping investigation concerning imports of Acrylic Fibre originating in or exported from li.K., Ger¬ 
many, Brazil and Bulgaria—^Final Findings. 

No. 42/1/2001-DG\D.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination 
of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof. 

A. PROCEDURE: 

2. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the 
investigations;- 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), under the 
above Rules, received a written petition from the Forum of Acrylic Fibre 
Manufacturers, New Delhi on behalf of the domestic industry alleging dumping 
of Acrylic Fibre (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or 
exported from UK, Germany, Brazil and Bulgaria (hereinafter referred to as 
subject countries); 

(ii) The Authority notified the Embassies of UK, Germany, Brazil and Bulgaria 
in India about the receipt of petition made by the petitioners before proceeding to 
initiate the investigation in accordance with sub rule (5) of Rule 5 supra; 

(iii) The Authority on the basis of information and evidence available before 
it decided to initiate anti dumping investigations against imports of subject goods 
from the subject country; 
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(iv) The Authority issued a Public Notice dated 28“* August, 2001 
published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti dumping 
investigations concerning imports of subject goods from subject country, falling 
under Heading 5501.300 & 5503.30 of Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act. 

(v) The Authority notified preliminary findings vide notification dated y'*’ 
December, 2001 on anti-dumping investigation concerning imports of subject 
goods from UK, Germany, Brazil and Bulgaria and requested the interested 
parties to make their views known in writing within forty days from the date of 
its publication; 

(vi) The Authority forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to the 
known interested parties, who were requested to furnish their views, if any, on 
the preliminary findings within forty days from the date of its publication; 

(vii) The Authority also forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to the 
Embassies of UK, Germany, Brazil and Bulgaria in New Delhi and to the 
Delegation of the European Commission in India. 

(viii) The, Authority provided an opportunity to the interested parties to 
present their views orally on 27.03.2002. All parties presenting views were 
requested to file written submissions of their views expressed. The parties 
were advised to collect copies of the views expressed by the opposing parties 
and offer rebuttals, if any; 

(ix) The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties 
containing non-confidential version of evidence submitted by various 
interested parties for inspection, upon request; 

(x) Arguments made by the interested parties before announcing the 
preliminary findings, which have been brought out in the preliminary 
findings notified have not been repeated herein for sake of brevity. However, 
the arguments raised by the interested parties subsequently have been 
appropriately dealt in these findings; 


(xi) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential 
facts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed to known interested 
parties on 8.8.2002 vide a disclosure statement and comments received on 
the same have also been duly considered in these findings; 
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(xii) The Authority also provided an opportunity of one-to-one hearing to 
the Associations of the user Industry. 

(xiii) The investigation covered the period from April, 2000 to 31®* 
March, 2001. 

(xiv) in this notification represents information furnished by the 

interested parties on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority 
under the Rules; 

B. VIEWS OF PETITIONERS, EXPORTERS, IMPORTERS AND 
OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES AND EXAMINATION BY 
AUTHORITY. 

3. The views expressed by various interested parties have been discussed in 
the preliminary findings and also in the disclosure statement. The views 
which have not been discussed earlier in the preliminary findings and 
disclosure statement and those now raised in response to the disclosure 
statement are discussed in the relevant paragraphs herein below to the extent 
these are relevant as per rules and have a bearing upon the case. The 
arguments raised by the interested parties have been examined, considered 
and, wherever appropriate, dealt in the relevant paragraphs herein below. 


C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE 

4. The product under consideration in this investigation is Acrylic Fibre. 
Acrylic Fibre is a long chain of synthetic polymer composed of at least 90% 
by weight of Acrylonitrile units. Acrylic fibre can be acrylic staple fibre, 
acrylic tow or acrylic top. All the three forms are the subject matter of this 
investigation. Acrylic Fibre is classified in chapter heading 55.01 and 55.03. 
The product is classified under 5501.30 and 5503.30 under the Customs 
Tariff Act at six digit levels and under 5501.3000 and 5503.3000 under ITC. 
The present investigations were in respect of the product under consideration 
irrespective of the classification under which they are imported. Customs 
classification is indicative only and is in no way binding on the scope of the 
present investigation. Subsequent to the issue of disclosures Ludhiana 
Spinners Association has argued that the Authority is considering Acrylic 
Fibre, Tow and Tops for the investigation and the customs authorities do not 
consider on similar lines. The Association has further prayed that before 
considering all the three forms of Acrylic Fibre, the customs authorities may 
also confirm that Acrylic Fibre can be Acrylic Fibre, Acrylic Tow and 
Acrylic Top. Till such time this is done the anti-dumping duty may be 
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limited to Acrylic Fibre only. The Authority finds that the Ludhiana 
Spinners Association had not made any arguments on the product under 
consideration in any of their earlier submissions after initiation of 
investigation or after preliminary findings or after the oral hearing so that 
submissions made by them could be made available by the Authority to the 
other interested parties to offer their views or rebuttals. Therefore the 
Authority views that these arguments have been made at a very delayed 
stage. Nonetheless, the Authority Iiolds that the arguments made by the 
Ludhiana Spinners Association is not acceptable and confirms the 
preliminary findings as regards product under consideration. 

5. Like Article: 

The petitioner claimed that the goods produced by them are like articles to 
the goods originating in or exported from subject counties. None of the 
interested partiers who have responded to the investigation has disputed that 
Acrylic Fibre exported by the subject countries and Acrylic Fibre produced 
by the domestic industry are like article. Thus, the Authority confirms that 
Acrylic Fibre being produced by the domestic industry is like article to the 
product under consideration. 


D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY: 

6. The petition has been filed by Forum of Acrylic Fiber Manufacturers, 
New Delhi on behalf of the domestic industry. The following producers of 
acrylic Fibre in India had specifically consented to participate in the present 
Anti-dumping investigations. 

a) Indian Acrylics Limited, 

b) Consolidated Fiber and Chemicals Limited, 

c) Pasupati Acrylon Limited, 

The above-mentioned companies provided all information required for the 
purpose of the present investigation and had offered themselves for 
information and verification. 

Views of Ludhiana Spinners Association: 

7. It has been argued by Ludhiana Spinners Association that the production 
figures for the domestic industry is distorted as it does not include production 
of all the Indian producers. 


Views of Indian Spinners Association 
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8. Indian Spinners Association has argued that while the petition for 
imposition of anti-dumping duty may be filed by the requisite percentage of 
the industry, the impact of imports has to be studied for all the domestic 
producers taken together. The method of pick and choose followed by the 
domestic producers is not fair and proper. 

Examination by the Authority 

9. The Authority finds that the share of three petitioner companies accounts 
for 61% of total Indian production of subject goods including the production 
of M/s. Vardhman Acrylics Ltd., who are an importer of subject goods. 
After excluding the production of M/s. Vardhman Acrylics Ltd., from the 
total Indian production, the share of the three petitioner companies is 73.85% 
of the Indian production. 

10. As per Rule 2(b) of the Anti Dumping Rules, “domestic industry means 
the domestic producers as a whole engaged in the manufacture of the like 
article and any activity connected therewith or those whose collective 
output of the said article constitutes a major proportion of the total domestic 
production of that article except when such producers are related to the 
exporters or importers of the alleged dumped article or are themselves 
importers thereof in which case (such producers shall be deemed) not to form 
part of domestic industry.” As the petitioners account for a major proportion 
of the total Indian production of subject goods, i.e. more than 50%, the 
Authority is of the view that the petitioners be treated as ‘domestic industry’ 
within the meaning of Rule 2(b) supra. 

E. EXAMINATION OF ISSUES RELATED TO NORMAL VALUE, 
EXPORT PRICE AND DUMPING 

11. Views of the domestic industry 

The Designated Authority sent questionnaire to the known 
exporters/producers in Brazil, Bulgaria, Germany and UK. A few exporters 
responded to the Authority. However, responses filed by all exporters are 
grossly insufficient and inadequate, as held by the Designated Authority in 
the preliminary findings. None of the exporter have furnished any additional 
information to the Designated Authority. Therefore, the responses of the 
exporters should be rejected for the final determination. The Authority 
would be justified in proceeding with the best available information in 
accordance with the Rules. 

12. Views of Indian Spinners Association 
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Indian Spinners Association has expressed the following views: 

(i) Normal value determination on the basis of one transaction is not 
correct. This could be unusual transaction. 

(ii) CRFIS situated in Brussels have informed that US $ 2.67 is price for 
speciality product. This information should not be rejected. 

(iii) Normal value for Germany US $ 1.66, if found as correct then normal 
value in UK can not be US $ 2. 67 in any case. This shows false claim 
by the domestic industry. 

(iv) Normal value fof Germany is also determined on the basis of one 
single transaction, which is not correct. 

(v) Information supplied by exporters from Bulgaria should be taken into 
consideration as a guideline. The cost route adopted to arrive at 
normal value is replete with guess work. 

(vi) As regards Brazil, there is no clue, how petitioner worked out 

conversion cost, power cost, labour cost and financial cost etc. and 
therefore the calculation of normal value should not be accepted. 

(vii) As regards export price the Authority has allowed standard 
adjustments on account of freight, insurance, commission, inland 
freight and port charges. The Authority should consider the incidence 
of actual costs on account of these adjustments. 

13. Submissions made by Ludhiana Spinners Association: 

(i) The contention of the domestic producers regarding dumping by exporters 
from the four countries under reference is untenable as the goods have been 
supplied by the producers from these countries at the normal price. The 
price at which the exporters have supplied goods to importers in our country 
is based on their huge modern plants, cost awareness and efficiency. 

(ii) For normal value determination solitary transaction should not form 
the basis. The type of goods exported is also of better quality and not 
of normal Acrylic Fibre. 

(iii) Normal value should not be determined on the constructed cost. 
Authority may use services of Indian Missions in these countries 

Examination by the Authority 

2695 G1/2002—4 



14. Normal Value : 

As brought out in the preliminary findings, the Designated Authority sent 
questionnaires to known exporter of the subject goods in the subject countries. 
The Authority had infoTued the Embassies of subject countries in India with a 
request to advise the exporters from these countries to respond to the 
Authority.. Respiuses had been received from the following exporters/ 
exporters’ orgaiiization: 

(i) Acordis UK Ltd., UK. 

(ii) M/s. Lukoil Oil Company, Bulgaria. 

(iii) DuPont Deutschland Holding GmbH & Co. KG, 

Germany. 

(iv) Dralon GmbH - Bayerwerk, Germany. 

(v) International Rayon and Synthetic Fibres Committee 

(vi) (CIRFS), Brussels. 

These responses had been dealt with appropriately at the preliminary findings 
stage. The Authority had informed the Embassies of the subject countries and 
the Delegation of the European Commission in India of the preliminary 
findings. 

15. Subsequent to the preliminary findings following response.s have been 
received; 

(i) M/s Lukoil Bulgaria have reiterated that their export of Acrylic 
Fibre to India has been done via a trader located in Great 
Britain who actually sold the fibres to Indian end-users at prices 
higher than those mentioned in their earlier response. 

(ii) M/s. Acordis UK informed that they are in the process of 
submitting price undertaking. However, the Authority has not 
received any complete price undertaking on the proforma sent 
to the exporter mentioning the actual export price of subject 
goods offered by the exporter in order to enable the Authority 
to take a view in the matter. 

(iii) ivv-s Markische Faser AG, Germany have informed that they 
nave closed the production of Acrylic Fibre in September 2000. 

(iv) The Embassy of the Federative Republic of Brazil has made 
following submissions subsequent to their disclosures: 

a) The Government of Brazil, as an interested party in the 

investigation, would like to assert that the report divulged does not 
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contain the essential facts under judgment, which would 
substantiate a decision by the investigating authority. Those facts 
are equally absent from the report and the preliminary notification 
of injury, issued on December 7* 2001. 

b) Those essential facts, as per article 69 of the WTO Anti-Dumping 
Agreement, henceforth referred to as “WTO Agreement”, should 
have been determined by the Anti-dumping investigation 
undertaken to determine injury and causal relation. 

c) As per Article 2 of WTO Agreement, the methodology employed 
to determine normal value, export price and dumping margin, 
should have been disclosed and so should the respective elements 
and values. 

d) The volumes per origin and the cumulative evaluation of the 
effects of imports, as of convenience, are not to be found, and 
neither is data concerning competition between imports from 
different sources and the national production, as per articles 3.2, 
3.3. and 5.8 of the WTO Agreement. 

e) As per article 4 of the same agreement, accuraif d <.a on the 
volume of production of the petitioner companio? and those 
supporting them should have been disclosed, as well as data 
pertaining to factors and economic indicators rele^ nt for the 
establishment of injury, in accordance with article 3.4 c f the WTO 
Agreement. 

f) Furthermore, relevant data should have included, among others, on 
the following aspects: 

(i) Production and sales of the domestic industry and of the 
national industry as compared to the volume of imports. 

(ii) Patterns of apparent demand in the Indian market. 

(iii) Evolution of the utilization of the installed capacity. 

(iv) Price composition. 

(v) Evolution of employment and salaries in the industry. 

(vi) Patterns of industrial productivity. 

(vii) Profit, investment returns and utilization of thf in"talled 
capacity; factors that influence internal pricci, real oi 
potentially negative effects on liquidity, ,growth and 
capacity to increase capital and attract invest ji^nts. 

The mere presentation of comments, counter¬ 
arguments and rejoinders of the interested parties do 
not constitute, as the afore mentioned Report seems 
to imply, the unique essential facts aS per Article 6.9 
of the WTO Agreement. 
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The Brazilian Government sustains that there is no 
characterization of injury to the domestic industry 
by imports allegedly at dumped prices. 

(viii) It has been further argued by the Brazilian Embassy 
that the investigating authority has not considered the 
information regarding production, sales, costs of the 
other Indian domestic companies that did not sign the 
petition. Further, factors like operating conditions of 
the domestic industry as per the technology employed 
and obsolescence of equipment, capacity of domestic 
industry in meeting demand and evaluation of other 
factors other than imports have not been considered by 
the Authority. 

(ix) In the light of their submissions, the Brazilian 
Embassy has requested for closure of the investigation. 


16. The Authority recalls its preliminary findings as regards normal 
value. None of the exporters from UK had filed complete response on the 
questionnaire. Only M/s. Acordis, UK had responded and had offered a 
price undertaking. However, the Authority has not received any complete 
price undertaking on he proforma sent to the exporter mentioning the actual 
export price of subject goods offered by the exporter in order to enable the 
Authority to take a view in the matter. The Authority confirms, in the 
absence of complete and sufficient response from the exporters from subject 
countries in the form and manner prescribed, having made the findings with 
regard to exports from UK on the basis of the facts available to it as per 
rule 6(8) supra. The Authority has considered the views of various interested 
parties as regards the basis of normal value adopted in respect of UK for the 
preliminary findings. The Authority finds that the domestic sales 
transaction relied upon for the preliminary findings for normal value 
determination appeared to relate to special Acrylic Fibre. The Authority has 
also considered the constructed cost of production for Acrylic Fibre and is of 
the view that this may form the basis for normal value in respect of UK and 
therefore normal value for UK has been determined on the basis of 
constructed cost of production as per information furnished by the 
petitioner. 

17. The Authority recalls its preliminary findings on normal value in respect 
of Germany. No fresh evidence has been made available to the Authority. The 
Authority has also considered the information on constructed normal value. 
The Authority finds that the normal value determined, on the basis of evidence 
furnished by the petitioner regarding exports from Germany to a third country, 
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is lower than the constructed normal value. The Authority confirms, in the 
absence of complete and sufficient response from the exporters from subject 
country in the form and manner prescribed, having made the findings with 
regard to exports from Germany on the basis of the facts available to it as per 
rule 6(8) supra. Accordingly, the Authority confirms the normal value as 
determined for the preliminary findings. 

18. In respect of Bulgaria the Authority had determined the normal value for 
preliminary findings on the constructed cost of production as per information 
furnished by the petitioner. No fresh evidence has been made available to the 
Authority. The Authority confirms, m the absence of complete and sufficient 
response from the exporters from Bulgaria in the form and manner prescribed, 
having made the findings with regard to exports from Bulgaria on the basis of 
the facts available to it as per rule 6(8) supra. Accordingly, the Authority has 
constructed the normal value on the best available information. 

19. There has been no response from any exporter from Brazil at any stage. 
As regards the arguments put forward by the Brazilian Embassy in response to 
the disclosure, the Authority finds that no submissions were made by any 
exporter or the Brazilian Government immediately after the initiation or after 
notification of preliminary findings. As regards the methodology employed 
for determination of normal value the Authority holds the view that the 
disclosures issued under the Rules have clearly stated that in respect of Brazil 
the normal value is to be considered on the basis of constructed cost of 
production. This is due to the fact that none of the exporters from Brazil 
cooperated with the Authority in furnishing information to determine normal 
value. The Authority confirms, in the absence of complete and sufficient 
response fi*om the exporters from Brazil in the form and manner prescribed, 
having made the findings with regard to exports from Brazil on the basis of the 
facts available to it as per rule 6(8) supra. Accordingly, the Authority has 
constructed the normal value on the best available information. 


20. Export Price: 

The Authority recalls its preliminary findings as regards the 
export price determination. There has been no response from any exporter 
giving more information/, evidence regarding the export price or the 
adjustments allowed. The authority therefore confirms the preliminary 
determination of export price in respect of UK, Germany and Bulgaria. In 
respect of Brazil the Authority had called more information on export 
transactions from DGCI&S. No further transaction-wise information has 
been received by the Authority. The Brazilian Embassy in their comments 



30 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec 1] 


on disclosures has not given any information relating to export prices, etc. 
of the Brazilian exporter. In the absence of any fresh information relating to 
Brazil exports the Authority is constrained to rely upon the best available 
information, i.e. as per DGCI&S published data and therefore confirms the 
export price as determined for the preliminary findings. 

21. Dumping Margin: 

The principles governing the determination of normal value, export 
price and the dumping margin are laid down in Annexure-I to the Rules. For 
the purpose of the fair comparison between the normal value and export 
price, the Authority has made calculations and comparisons at the same 
level of trade. Normal Value at ex-factory level has been compared with the 
export price at ex-factory level. Considering the normal value and export 
price, determined as detailed above, the dumping margin comes as under: 


S.No. 

Country 


1. 

UK 

26.16% 

2. 

Germany 


3. 

Bulgaria 

31.37% 

4. 

Brazil 

185.58% 


F. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 


22. Rule 11 of Anti Dumping Rules reads as follows: 

“Determination of Injury; 

(i) In the case of imports from specified countries, the designated 
authority shall record a further finding that import of such article into 
India causes or threatens material injury to any established industry or 
materially retards the establishment of any industry in India; 

(ii) The designated authority shall determine the injury to domestic 
industry, threat of injury to domestic industry, material retardation to 
establishment of domestic industry and a causal link between dumped 
imports and injury, taking into account all relevant facts, including the 
volume of dumped imports, their effect on price in the domestic 
market for like articles and the consequent effect of such imports on 
domestic producers of such articles and in accordance with the 
principles set out in Annexure II to these rules.” 
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23. The principles for determination of injury set out in Annexure- 

II of the Anti- Dumping Rules lay down that: 


(a) A determination of injury shall involve an objective examination 
of both (a) the volume of dumped imports and the effect of the 
dumped imports on prices in the domestic market for like article 
and (b) the consequent impact of these imports on domestic 
producers of such products. 

(b) While examining the volume of dumped imports, the said 
Authority shall consider whether there has been a significant increase 
in the dumped imports, either in absolute terms or relative to 
production or consumption in India. With regard to the effect of the 
dumped imports on prices as referred to in sub-rule (2) of Rule 18 the 
Designated Authority shall consider whether there has been a 
significant price under-cutting by the dumped imports as compared 
with the price of like product in India, or whether the effect of such 
imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree or 
prevent price increase which otherwise would have occurred to a 
significant degree. 


24. Views of the domestic industry: 

(i) The domestic industry suffered injury due to dumping in the investigation 
period from various sources including subject countries, investigation 
against which are either under progress or anti-dumping duty is already in 
force. Thus, the injury to the domestic industry is required to be seen in the 
light of existing duties and on-going investigations against other countries. 

(ii) The salesgtofm^e^ of the domestic industry, which were increasing 
till 1999-2000, denned in the investigation period. 

(iii) Given the level of price undercutting, the sales of the domestic 
industry would have declined further, had the domestic industry not 
compromised on the prices. 

(iv) The domestic industry is making losses year after year due to 
continued dumping of acrylic fibre from one after another countries, which 
includes subject countries also. 
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(v) Market share of imports from the subject countries is significant. 
The share has increased over the years. 

(vi) The productivity of the domestic industry declined in the 
investigation period due to steep decline in the production, in spite of 
reduction in the number of employees. 

(vii) The return on investment for the domestic industry continues to 
remain negative in spite of imposition of anti dumping duty on a number of 
sources. 

(viii) The return on investment declined significantly in the investigation 
period due to heavy losses faced by the domestic industry in this period. 

(ix) The capacity utilization has declined very significantly in the 
investigation period due to decline in production. 

(x) The landed value of imported material from a number of countries 
is significantly below the selling price of the domestic industry causing 
severe price undercutting 

(xi) The landed value of the imported material is below cost of 
production of the domestic industry causing severe price suppression and 
depression. 

(xii) The dumping margin from the subject countries are not only more 
than de-minimus but also very significant. 

(xiii) The cash flow was negative in 98-99, which became positive in 99- 
00. However, the cash flow was again negative in 2000-01. 

(xiv) The level of stocks with the domestic industr^ncreased sharply in 
spite of reduction in production by the domestic indust^. 

(xv) The domestic industry has no other option but to increase the wages 
for the employees due to the prevailing regulations. 

(xvi) The domestic industry has enhanced capacity by debottlenecking in 
an effort to roduce the incidence of fixed costs. However, this has also not 
helped the domestic industry in reducing the losses. 

(xvii) The constituents of domestic industry had to undergo financial 
restructuring some time back with lot of difficulties. The financial 
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institutions are not willing to lend iunds to the domestic industry due to 
continued losses. 

(xviii) Dumping fipom Bulgaria, Brazil, Germany and UK has resulted in 
injury to the domestic industry. 

(xix) The final duties may also be recommended in terms of US $ only 
(in fixed amounts), so that erosion in the quantum of protection does not 
take place on account of changes in the exchange rate. 

25. Views of Indian Spinners Association: 

(i) lnjury should be seen for Indian industry as a whole and not for the 
petitioners. 

(ii) The domestic industry should provide information with regard to all 
producers. Method of pick and choose is not just and fair. 

(iii) Production and market share of domestic producers increased as per 
data of the office of Textiles Commissioner. 

(iv) Capacity and its utilization has increased, hence, there is no injury 
to the domestic industry. 

(v) Cost of production of the domestic industry increased by 38% 
whereas selling price increased by 41 %. 

(vi) There is no dumping and no injury. 

(vii) The injury to the domestic industry if any is due to lack of cost 
consciousness, insufficient scale of production, lack of R&D and poor 
working. 


26. Views of Ludhiana Spinners Association 

(i) We are largest consumer of acrylic fibre in the country, however, no 
notice has been served to us before imposition of provisional duty. 

(ii) 14 countries are attracting Anti Dumping Duty at present. No other 
textile product attracts Anti Dumping Duty from so many sources. 

(iii) This is an attempt of the domestic industry to cover their 
mismanagement, inefficiency and ultimate aim is to create monopoly in the 
Indian market. 


2695 G1/2002—5 
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(iv) Production figures of the domestic industry is distorted as it does 
not include production of all Indian producers. 

(v) Production of the Industry has gone up by 29% over previous year. 

(vi) Injury due to cyclone in Gujarat and earth quake in Gujarat is the 
reason behind injury if any. 

(vii) Injury is due to reduction in customs duty in budget and not 
imports. 

(viii) None of the domestic producers stated in their balance sheet that 
their profitability is lower due to dumping from newer sources. 

(ix) The industry has old and outdated machinery, which is resulting 
into injury to the industry. 

(x) The industry is not able to meet the present demand and future 
demand. 


27. Views of M/s Lukoil, Bulgaria 

The result of the preliminary investigation makes it evident that our market 
share is only 3%, which can not possibly affect the interests of the Indian 
producers. Neither can it have any influence on price levels for the aforesaid 
market. 


Examination of Injury and Causal Link by the Authority:- 

28. The Authority recalls its preliminary findings regarding injury analysis. 
The domestic industry has furnished information on various economic 
factors/indices relating to injury determination, viz., natural and potential 
decline in sales, profits, market share, productivity, return on investments, 
utilization of capacity, factors affecting domestic prices, profitability, return 
on investments, effects on cash flow, employment, wages, etc. The 
Authority has taken into account the aforesaid indices regarding injury 
while doing the final determination. The Authority has examined the 
submissions made by various interested parties, viz., domestic industry, 
exporters, Indian Spinners Association, Ludhiana Spirmers Association and 
the Brazilian Embassy. The Authority is of the view that all the relevant 
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indices as per Annexure II of the Rules have been examined in respect of the 
domestic industry for this investigation. While the Authority has examined 
all parameters mentioned in Annexure II of the Rules, however, some of the 
relevant parameters, which show injury, are discussed in detail as under: 


29. As regards volume of imports The Authority has examined the 
information regarding the volume of exports from the subject country during 
the period of investigation and the preceding years. During the POI the 
imports from the four subject countries taken together were of 4195 MT. 
During the year 1999-2000 these imports were 2469 MT and 3739 MT 
during 1998-99 (as per DGCI&S data). These imports accoimt for a market 
share of 3.35% in 1998-99, 2.18% in 1999-2000 and 3.73% during 2000-01. 
When compared to the previous year 1999-2000 the share in the market had 
shown an appreciable increase during the POI. However, in volume terms 
the imports from the subject countries during POI showed an increase of 
69% over the imports in the previous year. The increase in market share 
though not very significant is however appreciable and the increase in 
imports in absolute terms does hold a threat for the domestic industry. The 
Authority has found that there has been an increase in the dumped imports 
in absolute terms. 

30. In considering the effect of the dumped imports on prices, it is 
considered necessary to examine whether there has been a significant price 
undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of the like 
product in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress 
prices to a significant degree. The Authority has compared the landed value 
of imports of subject goods from subject countries during the POI with the 
net sales realization and has found that there has been a significant price 
under-cutting by the dumped imports. The landed value of imports has been 
found to be significantly lower than the domestic industry’s net sales 
realization. The imports were having significantly suppressing/ depressing 
effect on the prices in the domestic market, as the domestic industry has not 
been able to raise its selling price to earn a reasonable return in view of the 
dumped import^, 

3L The c&pacity utilization of the domestic industry has declined from 
93.07% in 1999-2000 to 84.03% in the investigation period due to decline in 
production. The installed capacity of the three petitioner companies had 
increased during the POI. However, the total production of the petitioner 
companies declined during the POI in comparison to the previous year. The 
production of the two other domestic producers, who have supported the 
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petition but have not participated in the present investigation, may have 
increased during the POL The argument of the Indian Spinners Association is 
that the production of Acrylic Fibre has increased during POL The petitioner 
companies account for 61% share, i.e. a major proportion of the domestic 
production of the subject goods during the POI and have been construed as 
‘Domestic Industry’ in terms of Rule 2(b) supra. Therefore, the Authority 
holds the view that the domestic industry has sujffered injury on account of 
decline in production and capacity utilization. 

32. Till 1999-2000, sales volume of the domestic industry has been 
increasing. However, sales volume declined from 70591 MT in 1999-00 to 
59119 MT in the investigation period i.e. by 16.25% in comparison to the 
previous year. Further, the domestic industry has been selling its material at 
a price, which do not permit recovery of even cost of production. 

33. Since last few years, the domestic industry has not been able to make 
profits due to dumping of the product from one after another countries, which 
includes subject countries also. The losses of the domestic industry steeply 
increased in the investigation period from -100 (indexed) in 1997-98 to -373 
(indexed) in the investigation period. 


34. The productivity per employee declined in corhparison to previous 
year, in the investigation period due to steep decline in the production, in spite 
of reduction in the number of employees. 

35. The return on investment declined in the investigation period due to 
losses faced by the domestic industry in this period. The return on investment 
for the domestic industry continues to remain negative in spite of imposition of 
anti dumping duty on a number of sources. 


36. The cash flow was negative in 98-99 which became positive in 99-00 . 
However, the cash flow was again negative in the investigation period. 

37. The level of stocks with the domestic industry increased during POI in 
comparison to previous year in spite of reduction in production by the 
domestic industry. 

38. The domestic industry is being forced to resort to curtailment of 
employment due to continued financial losses and negative cash flow. 
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39. Due to the prevailing regulations, the domestic industry has to increase 
the wages causing further impact on profits. 

40. Enhancement of capacity by de-bottlenecking with a view to reduce the 
incidence of fixed costs has not helped the domestic industry during the 
period of investigation. 

41. All above parameters cumulatively show that the domestic industry has 
suffered material injury from the dumping of subject goods from subject 
counfries. 

42. Cumulative assessment of injury 

As per annexure-II (iii), in cases where imports of a product from more than 
one country are being simultaneously subjected to Anti-dumping 
investigation, the Authority is required to cumulatively assess effect of such 
imports, only when it determines that (a) the margin of dumping established 
in relation to imports from each country is more than 2 % expressed as 
percentage of export price and the volume of the imports from each country 
is 3% of the imports of like article — and (b) cumulative assessment of the 
effect of imports is appropriate in light of the conditions of competition 
between the imported article and the like domestic article. The Authority 
has found that the margin of dumping in respect of each of the subject 
country is more than 2% and the volume of imports from each country is 
also more than 3%. The Authority has also found it appropriate to 
cumulatively assess the effect of imports of the subject goods from subject 
countries on the domestically produced like article and has found that there 
is a cumulative effect of injury by imports of subject goods on the domestic 
industry. 


43. While determining the non-injurious price for the like article for the 
domestic industry, the Authority considered the optimum cost of 
production for the domestic industry taking into account the 
normated best consumption norms and the actual price of the raw 
materials during the POI which went into the production of the product 
under consideration. Also, while arriving at the injury margin, the 
Designated Authority took into account optimum capacity utilization for 
arriving at a fair selling or non-injurious price. The Authority has carried 
out a detailed examination of the domestic industry to arrive at non 
injurious price. While arriving at non injurious price, the Authority has 
done appropriate analysis of the relevant factors such as usage of raw 
material and utilities, expenses incurred by the domestic industry during the 
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period of investigation. Verification at premises of the domestic industry 
has been done to the extent required. 

Causal Link; 

44. As regards the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic industry 
the principle (iv) of Aimexure-II of the Anti-Dumping Rules states: 

“The examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic 
Industry concerned, shall include an evaluation of all relevant economic 
factors and indices having a bearing on the state of the industry, including 
natural and potential decline in sales, profits, output, market share, 
productivity, return on investments or utilisation of capacity; factors 
affecting domestic prices, the magnitude of margin of dumping; actual and 
potential negative effects on cash flow inventories, employment, wages, 
growth, ability to raise capital investments.” 


45. The Authority has examined all the relevant indices. Volume of 
dumped imports from subject countries has increased in absolute terms. The 
dumped imports have led to a significant price under-cutting effect on the 
domestic industry’s product. Due to the landed value of the dumped 
imports the domestic industry has been selling its material at a price, which 
do not permit recovery of even cost of production. The domestic industry 
has not been able to realize a fair selling price on its product due to the 
dumped imports resulting in financial losses. The domestic industry has 
made losses. The return on capital investment has become negative. The 
industry is having negative cash flow. Unsubstantiated claims have been 
made by some interested parties that injury caused to the domestic industry 
is due to other factors like poor R&D, inefficiency etc. The Authority does 
not find any merit in these arguments. The Authority has thus come to 
conclusion that material injury has bera caused to the domestic industry 
due to the dumped imports from the subject countries. Subject to these the 
Authority confirms the preliminary findings as regards injury and causal 
link. 


G. INTEREST OF INDIAN INDUSTRY AND OTHER ISSUES: 

46. It has been argued by some of the importers and users that the interest of 
the users of Acrylic Fibre should be taken into account while imposing anti 
dumping duty. They have requested to reconsider the imposition of anti 
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dumping duty on Acrylic Fibre since the threat of imports serves as a check 
on the prices of the local producers. 

47. In this context the Authority reiterates its preliminary findings wherein it 
is stated that the purpose of anti dumping duties in general is to eliminate 
dumping which is causing injury to the domestic industry and to re-establish 
a situation of open and fair competition in the Indian market which is in the 
general interest of the country. The Authority recognizes that the imposition 
of anti dumping duties might affect the price levels of the products 
manufactured using Acrylic Fibre and consequently might have some 
influence on relative competitiveness of these products. However, fair 
competition on the Indian market will not be reduced by the anti dumping 
measures. On the contrary, imposition of anti dumping measures would 
remove the unfair advantages gained by dumping practices, would prevent 
the decline of the domestic industry and help maintain availability of wider 
choice to the consumers of subject goods. The Authority notes that the 
imposition of anti dumping measures would not restrict imports from subject 
countries in any way, and therefore, would not affect the availability of the 
product to the consumers. The consumers could still maintain two or even 
more sources of supply. 

H. FINAL FINDINGS 

48. The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to the 
conclusion that: 

(i) Acrylic Fibre has been exported to India from subject 
countries below its normal value; 

(ii) The Indian industry has suffered injury; 

(iii) The injury has been caused by the dumped imports 
from subject countries; 

49. The Authority proposes to recommend the amount of anti-dumping 
duty equal to the margin of dumping or less, which if levied, would 
remove the injury to the domestic industry. For the purpose of 
determining injury, the landed price of imports has been compared 
with the non injurious selling price of the petitioner companies 
determined for the period of investigation. Landed value of imports for the 
purpose has been determined as the assessable value as determined by the 
Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except 
duties under sections 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 
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50. The Authority recommends imposicfon of definitive anti dumping 
duty on all imports of Acrylic Fibre from UK, Germany, Bulgaria and 
Brazil falling under Sub Heading 5501.30 and 5503.30 of chapter 55 of 
Schedule I of Customs Tariff Act. The anti dumping duty shall be as in 
Col 3.in the following table: 


Sl.No 

Country 

Anti Dumping 

Duty US $ per Kg 

DIH 

(2) 

- (3) 

1. 

All producers/exporters from 
UK 

0.33 

2. 

All producers/exporters from 
Germany 

0.14 

3. 

All producers/exporters from 
Bulgaria 

0.38 

4. 

All producers/exporters from 
Brazil 

1.03 


51. Subject to the above, the Authority confirms the preliminary findings 
dated 7* December, 2001. 

52, An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise 
and Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act, supra. 


L. V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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